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Chapter as a most valuable means of dealing with impartiality
3J' with the contests which have raged round the interpre-
tation of the Dominion constitution, especially ques-
tions affecting religion, language, or race. It cannot be
denied that it is difficult for Canadian judges to deal
with such acute problems dividing political parties
without the risk of being accused of partisanship by
one side or the other. Again the Council has laid down
a common basis of interpretation of the royal pre-
rogative, a matter on which Canadian decisions once
1 showed much confusion of thought. It has also enforced
the similarity of interpretation of Acts adopted by the
Dominions from British Acts. Under its judgements the
courts of the Dominions should follow the interpreta-
tion put on such measures in England by the Court of
Appealx or the House of Lords.2 In view of the other-
wise inevitable deviation between parts of the Empire
in construing the same statutes, this influence must
be admitted to be of value. In the past also it has
enforced the true interpretation of Imperial Acts apply-
ing to the Dominions, and upheld the supremacy of
imperial legislation, but this function is now important
only as regards the States. More valuable is the work
done in interpreting the common law which lies at the
base of the legal system of all the Dominions, save
Quebec and the Union. When it is remembered that
the different States of the United States are free to
1  Trimble v. HiU, 5 App. Gas. 342; cf. Fed. Commr. of Taxation v.
Hipskys, Ltd. (1926)., 38 C.L.R. 219, 234; Stuart v. Bank of Montreal
(1909), 41 S.C.R. 516, 548.
2  Even if tMs differs from an earlier view of the Privy Council, e.g.
as to the degree of care in drawing cheques: WiU v. Bank of Montreal,
[1931] 3 D.L.R. 526, which followed London Joint Stock Bank v. Mac-
millan, [1918] A.C. 777, against Colonial Bank v. Marshall, [1906] A.C.
559; see Robins v. National Trust Co., Ltd., [1927] A.C. 515.